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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Priority 

2. Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 
However, the provisional application (60/214,987) upon which priority is claimed fails to 
provide adequate support under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for claims 83-107 of this application. While 
the provisional application discloses the general concept of facilitating the extension of a 
rental, the examiner cannot find support for the claimed limitation for "receiving ... a first 
user input enabling the user to extend the access duration from the first value to a second 
value, based upon a third value specified by the user" set forth in claims 83 and 96. In 
particular, the provisional application discloses that the MSO may set-up extendable rental 
options (Rental Extension Options - Page 3) and that the user may extend a rental (Ease of 
Use - Page 7), but the provisional application does not clearly tie the two concepts together. 
For example, it is unclear if the user is provided with the ability to establish a particular 
extension period based upon a value specified by the user or if the MSO simply establishes a 
set/automatic rental extension period for a given program. Claims 86, 88, 94, 99, 101, and 



t t 

Application/Control Number: 09/693,288 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2614 

106 are not supported as it is unclear that the "selectable option" is necessarily provided 
"during the first access duration" as opposed to after the expiration of the "first access 
period". Claims 89 and 102 are not supported as the earlier filling is silent as to "providing 
the user with information indicating an amount of playing time corresponding to a remainder 
of the on-demand movie". Claim 91 is not supported as the provisional application is silent 
with respect to the usage of different prices for extended access duration periods. 

3. Applicant's claim for domestic priority to US App No. 09/590,520 under 35 U.S.C. 120 
is acknowledged. However, the application upon which priority is claimed fails to provide 
adequate support under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for claims 83-107 of this application. As 
aforementioned, the examiner cannot find support for the claimed limitation for "receiving . . 
. a first user input enabling the user to extend the access duration from the first value to a 
second value, based upon a third value specified by the user" as set forth in claims 83 and 
96". Accordingly, the instant application shall be evaluated on the basis of its filling date of 
20 October 2000. 

Drawings 

4. The previous objection to the drawings is withdrawn in view of the amendments to the 
claims. Accordingly, the drawings received on 02 February 2004 are approved. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 83-107 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Objections 

6. Claim 94 is objected to because of the recitation of the "STT" should be amended to read 
the "interactive media services client" for proper antecedence throughout the claim. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 83-86, 91, 93-99, and 105-107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Goode et al. (US Pat No. 6,166,730). 

In consideration of claim 83, Figure 1 of the Goode et al. reference illustrates a system 
for implementing a "method for providing a media service to a user" via an "interactive 
media services client" [118] which is coupled to a "programmable media services server 
device" [106]. The method comprises "receiving by the interactive media services client, a 
movie identification identifying an on-demand movie without a scheduled broadcast time" 
wherein the system "assigns an access duration" or use/view time "having a first value to the 
movie, responsive to receiving the movie identification" in conjunction with the video 
ordering process. Subsequently, the "interactive media services client" [118] "during the 
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access duration . . . receives at least a portion of the on-demand movie" from a "server" [106] 
"located remotely from the interactive media services client" (Figure 7; Col 14, Lines 11-25; 
Col 14 Line 55 - Col 15, Line 22). 

With respect to the limitation of "receiving by the interactive media services client . . . 
enabling the user to extend the access duration . . ", the limitation is met in one of two ways. 
Claim 83 does not require that the user necessarily extend the rental during the "access 
duration". Accordingly, the limitation is met for the scenario wherein the user simply 
reorders the same movie at a later point in time thereby effectively "extending the access 
duration from the first value" associated with the first instance of renting the movie to a 
"second value, based upon a third value specified by the user" in conjunction with the 

establishment of rental terms at the point of purchasing. Subsequently, the "interactive 

/ 

media services client" [118] "enables ... the user to access the on-demand movie during the 
extended access duration, responsive to receiving the first user input" re-ordering the movie. 

Alternatively, the limitation is met for the following implicit usage scenario involving 
two "interactive media service clients" [118] locatable within a household (Col 16, Line 60 - 
Col 20, Line 8). For clarity, the first terminal hereto merely referenced as "interactive media 
services client" [118] shall now be referenced as "interactive media services client" [1 18 A] 
and the second "interactive media services client" shall be referenced as "interactive media 
services client" [1 18B]. For the sake of proper antecedence all of the prior steps are 
presumed to have been performed by "interactive media services client" [1 18A]. 
Accordingly, the "interactive media services client" [118A] ordered an "on-demand movie 
without a scheduled broadcast time" having a user specified 4 hour period (ex. twice the 



Application/Control Number: 09/693,288 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2614 

length of the movie) and the user watched a portion of the movie. For the illustrative 
example, it is presumed that this user watches the watches the presentation for 1 hour before 
stopping the presentation and leaving the house. A second user in the household decides that 
they would like to watch the "on-demand movie" using their own "interactive media services 
client" [1 18B] and decides to start watching the movie as selected from the active 
program/saved movie screen (Figures 11-12) thereby starting the movie at the last viewing 
position of the first user (given that it is a VOD presentation the user could arguably continue 
watching from this point or choose to FF/REW to another point in the movie). Upon 
returning home 2 hours later and with the second user still watching the presentation, the first 
user using "interactive media services client" [1 18 A], is required to purchase another copy of 
the "on-demand movie" (Figure 10) in order to "enable the [user of the] interactive media 
services client" [1 18 A] to subsequently "access the on-demand movie" in order to continue 
watching it. Thereupon the method involves "receiving by the interactive media services 
client" [1 18 A] a "first user input enabling the user to extend the access duration from the first 
value" associated with the original 4 hours to "a second value" or 7 hours "based upon a third 
value" or 4 hours (ex. twice the length of the movie) "responsive to receiving the first user 
input" ordering another copy of the presentation for viewing on the "interactive media 
services client" [1 18A]; thereby "enabling by the interactive media client" [1 18 A], the user 
to access the on-demand movie during the extended access duration, responsive to receiving 
the first user input". Should the second user continue to watch the presentation to its 
conclusion, the first user effectively is able to watch the movie with the first "interactive 
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media services client" [1 18A] for a total of 5 hours or a net extension of 1 hour over and 
above the original rental term. 

Claim 96 is rejected wherein the method set forth in claim 83 is implemented via a 
system comprising "at least one memory having stored thereon program code" [402] and "at 
least one processor that is programmed by at least the program code" [400] (Col 15, Lines 8- 
33). 

Claims 84 and 97 are rejected wherein the user is "provided . . . with pricing information 
related to the extended access duration" in either scenario (Col 4, Lines 33-46; Col 4, Line 63 
- Col 5, Line 9; Col 14, Line 63 - Col 15, Line 2; Col 17, Lines 39-45). 

Claims 85 and 98 are rejected in view of either scenario wherein the "interactive media 
services client" [118] further "provides ... the user with a selectable option . . . being 
configured to enable the user to extend the access duration from the first value to the second 
value" wherein the "interactive media services client" [118] "receives ... a user input 
corresponding to the selectable option" in association with selecting the new rental terms for 
in conjunction with the purchase of a second copy of the presentation (Figure 7; Col 14, 
Lines 1 1-25; Col 14 Line 55 - Col 15, Line 22). 

Claims 86 and 99 are rejected in light of the second scenario wherein the first "interactive 
media services client [1 18 A] further "provides ... the user with a selectable option during 
the first access duration . . . being configured to enable the user to extend the access duration 
from the first value to the second value" wherein the "interactive media services client" 
[1 18 A] "receives . . a user input corresponding to the selectable option" in association with 
selecting the new rental terms associated with the purchasing of a second copy of the 



Application/Control Number: 09/693,288 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2614 

presentation (Figure 7; Col 14, Lines 1 1-25; Col 14 Line 55 - Col 15, Line 22). In particular, 
the option must be provided during the "first access duration" or else a second or extended 
copy would not be offered / provided. 

Claim 91 is rejected in light of the second scenario wherein the user is "charged" a "first 
price in connection with the first access duration" and a "second price in connection with the 
second access duration, wherein the first price is different from the second price" (Col 17, 
Lines 39-45): 

Claims 93 and 105 are rejected wherein the Goode et al. reference explicitly incorporates 
a detailed description of the navigator presented in the Gordon et al. (US Pat No. 6,208,335) 
reference (Col 11, Lines 12-15). As illustrated in Figure 17 of the Gordon et al. reference, 
the system "provides said user" with information specifying the time in which the access 
duration expires or "information indicating an amount of time remaining in the access 
duration". For example, assuming that it is currently 5:58 PM, an informational message 
specifying that the movie is going to expire at 8:58 PM Tonight is indicative of 3 hours 
remaining in the rental. The claim does not require that the message specify the actual 
amount of time remaining. This screen may be presented any point in time during the "first 
access duration" or "prior" to the "first user input" associated with ordering of a media 
presentation (Goode et al.: Figure 11; Col 17, Lines 55-67). 

Claims 94 and 106 are rejected in view of the aforementioned second usage scenario of 
Goode et al. In particular, the "interactive media services client" [1 18 A] "outputs ... at least 
a second portion of the on-demand movie" [750] to a "television coupled to the interactive 
media services client" [122] (Figure 7). Subsequently, the user "interrupts [at a current 
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location] by the interactive media services client", the "output of the on-demand movie 
during the access duration" [815] (Figure 8) and, "during a period between interrupt and the 
resume" the "first user input" (ex. selecting rental options or explicit terms of use) "enabling 
the user to extend the access duration from the first value to the second value is received". 
The "output of the on-demand movie at the current location [is subsequently resumed] by the 
[interactive media services client], responsive to a third user input" (ex. specifying purchase 
terms) thereby completing the order process (Figure 10). 

Claims 95 and 107 are rejected in light of either scenario wherein "during the extended 
access duration" , the "interactive media services client" [118] "outputs ... at least a second 
portion of the on-demand movie" [750] to a "television coupled to the interactive media 
services client" [122] (Figure 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent 
any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the 
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time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C 103(a). 
11. Claims 92 and 104 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goode 
et al. (US Pat no. 6,166,730). 

In consideration of claims 92 and 104, the claims are rejected based upon the first 
scenario / interpretation of the Goode et al. reference. As aforementioned, Figure 1 of the 
Goode et al. reference discloses a system for implementing a "method for providing a media 
service to a user" via an "interactive media services client" [118] which is coupled to a 
"programmable media services server device" [106]. The method comprises "receiving by 
the interactive media services client, a movie identification identifying an on-demand movie 
without a scheduled broadcast time" wherein the system "assigns an access duration" or view 
time "having a first value to the movie, responsive to receiving the movie identification" in 
conjunction with the video ordering process. Subsequently, the "interactive media services 
client" [118] "during the access duration . . . receives at least a portion of the on-demand 
movie" from a "server" [106] "located remotely from the interactive media services client" 
(Figure 7; Col 14, Lines 1 1-25; Col 14 Line 55 - Col 15, Line 22). 

With respect to the limitation of "receiving by the interactive media services client . . . 
enabling the user to extend the access duration . . ", the limitation is met wherein the user 
simply reorders the same movie at a later point in time thereby effectively "extending the 
access duration from the first value" associated with the first instance of renting the movie to 
a "second value, based upon a third value specified by the user" in conjunction with the 
establishment of rental terms at the point of purchasing. Subsequently, the "interactive 
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media services client" [118] "enables ... . the user to access the on-demand movie during the 
extended access duration, responsive to receiving the first user input" reordering the movie. 

With respect to the limitation such that "prior to the step of receiving the first user input . 
. providing the user with information indicating that there is insufficient time remaining in 
the access duration to enable the user to view a remainder of the on-demand movie". The 
reference is silent with respect to providing the user with an indication that the rental period 
has expired thereby "indicating that there is insufficient time remaining in the access duration 
to enable the user to view a remainder of the on-demand movie". 

The reference discloses that if there is "insufficient time remaining in the access duration 
to enable to user to view a remainder of the on-demand movie" for viewing a remainder of 
the media rental", that the presentation will not be terminated until the user terminates the 
presentation or the movie concludes (Col 16, Lines 42-59). Accordingly, a user who 
temporarily or mistakenly leaves a movie presentation in progress whose "access duration" 
has expired would unexpectedly be unable to return to the movie as it would no longer be 
available as an active media presentation as illustrated in Figure 17 of the Gordon et al. 
reference. Similarly, if a user was not watching a presentation and it expired, the reference is 
silent with respect to providing the user with an indication that they can no longer access the 
presentation. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to "alert" the user that there is "insufficient time remaining in the 
access duration to enable the user to view a remainder of the on-demand movie" prior to the 
exiting of the presentation or after the access duration has expired for the purpose of 
providing the user with a user friendly reminder that they will have to reorder the 
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presentation should they exit the presentation or wish to watch the remainder of the movie at 
a later time thereby advantageously reducing consumer confusion and the number of 
dissatisfied customers and number of account credits resulting therefrom (Gordon et al: 
Figure 13). 

12. Claims 87, 88, 90, 100, 101, and 103 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goode et al. (US Pat No. 6,166,730) in view of Lett et al. (US Pat No. 
5,592,551). 

In consideration of claims 87 and 100, the Goode et al. reference sets forth that in 
conjunction with ordering a video presentation that the user is capable of selecting rental 
terms including specifying the rental duration when purchasing a presentation thereby 
effectively extending the access duration of a rented presentation. The reference, however, is 
silent as to the composition of the interface wherein the user specifies the rental terms (Col 
14, Line 63 - Col 15, Line 22) so as to clearly conclude that the user is "provided with a 
plurality of selectable options . . . being configured to enable the user to extend the access 
duration from the first value according to the corresponding value of a selected option from 
the plurality of options . . . including on corresponding to the third value". In essence, it is 
unclear that the user of the Goode et al. system is provided with a list of available access 
durations from which to choose in connection with ordering the presentation, which would 
render the claim anticipated. 

In a related art pertaining to the ordering of video-on-demand presentations, Figure 13 of 
the Lett et al. reference, provides evidence that it is known in the art to provide the user with 
a "plurality of selectable options" specifying access durations in connection with ordering of 
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programming (Lett et al.: Col 1, Lines 25-30; Col 16, Lines 37-41). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made so as to 
provide the user with a "plurality of selectable options" in connection with ordering the on- 
demand movie for the purpose of providing a user-friendly and easy to use method for 
making the ordering of programs as easy as possible through the usage of selectable options 
(Lett et al: Col 2, Lines 6-20). Accordingly, as modified, the Goode et al. reference in 
connection with the ordering of on-demand movies "provides by the interactive media 
services client" [118] "the user with a plurality of selectable options" corresponding to 
particular rental durations which "enable the user to extend the access duration from the first 
value" associated with the original order to a second value "according to the corresponding 
value of a selected option from the plurality of options . . including one correspond to the 
third value" and subsequently, "receives by the interactive media services client" [118] the 
"first user input corresponding to the one of the selectable options corresponding to the third 
value" thereby completing the order for the rental extension / second copy. 

In consideration of claims 88 and 101, as aforementioned, it is unclear in connection with 
establishing rental terms in the ordering process of the second scenario if the user is 
necessarily provided with a "plurality of selectable options . . being configured to enable the 
user to extend the access duration from the first value to the second value". In a related art 
pertaining to the ordering of video-on-demand presentations, Figure 13 of the Lett et al. 
reference, provides evidence that it is known in the art to provide the user with a "plurality of 
selectable options" specifying access durations in connection with ordering of programming 
(Lett et al: Col 1, Lines 25-30; Col 16, Lines 37-41). It would have been obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made so as to provide the user 
with a "plurality of selectable options" in connection with ordering the on-demand movie for 
the purpose of providing a user-friendly and easy to use method for making the ordering of 
programs as easy as possible through the usage of selectable options (Lett et al.: Col 2, Lines 
6-20). Accordingly, as modified, the Goode et al. reference in connection with the ordering 
of on-demand movies in the second illustrative scenario "provides by the interactive media 
services client" [118] "the user with a plurality of selectable options during the first access 
duration" corresponding to particular rental durations which "enable the user to extend the 
access duration from the first value to a second value" and subsequently, "receives by the 
interactive media services client" [118] the "first user input corresponding to the one of the 
selectable options" thereby completing the order for the rental extension / second copy. 

In consideration of claims 90 and 103, as illustrated in Figure 13 of Lett et al., the user is 
provided with "information identifying a plurality of prices wherein each of the plurality of 
prices corresponds to a respective one of the plurality of selectable options" such that rentals 
with a longer duration are charged higher prices than those of a shorter duration. 
13. Claims 89 and 102 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goode 
et al. (US Pat no. 6,166,730), in view of Lett et al. (US Pat No. 5,592,551), and in further 
view of White et al. (US Pat No. 6,628,302). 

In consideration of claims 89 and 102, the Goode et al. reference is silent with respect to 
providing the user with "information indicating an amount of playing time corresponding to a 
remainder of the on-demand movie". In a related art pertaining to video-on-demand systems, 
the White et al. reference provides evidence that it is known in the art to "provide [a] user 
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with information regarding a media presentation remaining playing time corresponding to a 
remainder of the video presentation, the remainder being calculated from a current 
interruption point in the video presentation" (White et al: Col 4, Lines 38-49). Accordingly, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to "provide said user with information regarding a media presentation remaining 
playing time corresponding to a remainder of the video presentation, the remainder being 
calculated from a current interruption point in the video presentation" for the purpose of 
providing the user with helpful information in order to properly plan their television viewing 
(ex. Is there enough time for me to finish watching the movie before dinner). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Beliveau whose telephone number is 571-272-7343. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 



Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 




Scott Beliveau 
July 13, 2005 



